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ang because the bflginal swlzeitatlan was canceled. In’

our decision ‘enjing WEP's protest of the cancellation,

we gclﬁt&q out that coﬁtra»tinv officers have bread dis~

cretion in deciding whether to cancel a solicitation and

that we will not overturh such a decision unless there
is an abuse of discretion. In this case, we found - no
abuse of discretion bcbausb an adequate basis for can-

gellatiar existed.

Vle uelieve iir. Paﬁgett ﬁlaue“ ﬁﬁaue Bl&ﬁiflﬁaﬂC&‘

upon the.hrny's avard of the contract Gefare cur decision

on HMP's second protest. Defense Acguisition mejulatlen
5 2-407.8 pernits an ayency to award a contract pending

Cour deciszicn on a ‘protect when the iteis are urgeptlv
reguired, delivery will be unduly delaved, Cr a4 provpt

award will othervwisc be advantageous to tie Governuent,

- -Such a determination must be approved at an appropriate

- level above the contracting officer and in accuruance

- with Departnental procedures. In this case, the Dep wuty
Assistant Secretary of the Army (Acguisition) yranted bis
approval before the early auvard was made.  Such approvals

are not uncouwmon, €si eciaiiy whete, as here, previcus
Jtﬁuﬁqto have helh up a procurement for nany wonths.

Sinceérely yours,

- Hdm’y R. Vom ‘Cleve-

T yilton J. Socolar
‘General Counsel
‘Aneclosures






